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Editorial Notes
Through the media, and through speakers who
have visited the veterinary college, I have had the
opportunity to hear some of the tenets of animal
rights activists, I have tried to listen with an
intelligent and discerning ear since we seek, I
presume, the same result, and that is the welfare
of animals. Yet, somewhere along the line a
problem with the methodology has developed.
Animal rights activists want us to change our
fundamental concepts about animals, and stop
their exploitation. I think that is idealism. Idealism
is a fine thing, but it is not sustaining fare, and
will not replace its rather obnoxious counterpart,
reality. Reality has no manners and bluntly says
that mankind has been exploiting animals for time
out of mind. It would take a massive reconstruc-
tion of the human psyche to stop the' 'using" of
animals. We have "used" them as a resource in
areas of recreation, production, experimentation
and consumption for thousands of years. The
question becomes then, and a hugely subjective
one it is; is that wrong? Of course, we know the
answer. It is wrong to do it irresponsibly.
In an effort to define the limits of that respon-
sibility, as any overzealous thrust, the activists
miss the mark. They are too anthropomorphic,
idealistic, and narrow-minded. They make the
mistake of placing their feelings inside the animal
and in so doing destroy perspective.
In a society that dresses up dogs to sell beer and
has horses that talk that indiscretion must be
forgiven. It is no small wonder that we have such
misconceptions about animals; we make them into
people. Before beginning my sojourn as a veteri-
nary student, I had the good fortune of working
with a man who has more animal savvy than any-
one I have ever known. Much of what he taught
me can be distilled into a statement as simple as
this: an animal is just that, an animal. Don't
attempt to make it any more or any less, for there
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is wonder enough to experience in the animal
kingdom without human exaggeration.
Having said these things, I think we need to
listen to the activists. They are not all wrong as
much as they are not all right. They are a con-
science, if you will, since, in many cases, we'd
rather not listen to them at all. Behind all the arm
waving and impassioned speeches is a theme that
tells us our attitude needs a kick in the pants.
Being in a position of control has made us callous,
casual, and almost arrogant in the way we utilize
animals. If I am concerned with the problems of
likening animals too much to people, I am just
as concerned with the trend towards making them
a means to an end.
In an issue of such emotional construction an
agreement seems the least likely of possibilities.
The answer lies somewhere in the middle and we
are by nature not a very moderate species. In many
ways, animals are in our charge, and it is our
solemn responsibility to judiciously care for their
needs. While doing that, let us not forget what
they are. We need to remember to be sensitive and
understanding in our dealings with animals. The
word "humane" means "to be characterized by
tenderness and compassion for the suffering or
distressed' '. Sometimes that applies and some-
times it does not. I hope we have the vision to
know when it does.
Iowa State University Veten'narian
